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1 Was very willing to hearken to the /eaſo»able advice 
Fx | of many, and to whojly withdraw my ſelfe 3 foro 
4 KA] coxrentioſo,, to ſome more pleaſing, and profitable 
$A | Sg imployment;but diſcerning itto be the deſire of the 
227-849) Author of the Booke, intituled , «4 mixture of Scho« 
"ORETIOY laſticall and Praflicall Divinity that I ſhould reply to 
his examination of one paſſage of mine againſt 7r ( avwarey, 1 ſhall 
make no ſcraple immediately to obey him; not only becavie it may 
be done in very few words, but eſpecially becauſe the dofrive 
which he affixeth to me, ſeems (and not without. ſome reaſon )to be 
contrary to the eruth of Scripture, which I am to looke on with 
all reverene ſubmiſſion, & acquieſce 1», with captivation of under- 
ſtanding, and ſo not aſſert any thing from mine owne conceptions, 
which is bat ſeemingly contraryto it. / 
 . 2. The propoſition which he affixes to mezis this; T hat Chriſts Love 
of God was capable of further degrees, and that he refutes as a thing 
contrary to that point ( a truth of Scripture ) which he had in 
hand; vis, The dwelling of fulneſſe of all habitual Grace in 
bri/ . | | | 
4 ” By this 1 ſoppoſe I may conclude his meaning to be, that I 
| haveaffirmed Chriſts Love of God (meaning thereby that habizuall 
grace of divine (harity)to have been capable of farther degrees,l0 us that 
capacity of further degrees; is the deniall of all-fulnefſe of that habitnall 


grace already in him. 
4.And truly,had I thus expreft my ſelfe, or let fall any words,which 


q 


might have been thus interprertable, 1 acknowledg 1 had been. very” 


5njurious not only to the weriry of God, but alſo to my cwn conceptions, 
and even to the cauſe which I had in hand, which bad not been ſxp- 
ported, but betrayed by any ſuch apprehenfions of the imperfeltion. of 
( briſts habituall graces « | ? 


\ $+ This I could eafily ſhew,and withall how canrionſly and expres 


AZ a 


- II 4” 


| (2) > 
fly it was foreeſlall'd by mezBut to the matter in hand, it is ſufficient, 
chat I profefſe 1 never thovgbt it;but deem jt a contrarieey to expreſle 
words of-- Scripture in any man. who ſhall think it, and in ſhorr, 
that I never gave occaſion to any man to be/reve it my opinion, having 
never ſaid it in thoſe words which he ſets upto refute in mee, 
never in ay other that may be reaſonably znrerprerable to that 
ſenſe . 


FEANFES, 

Whereas you terme your compliance with my defire,that 
you ſhould reply unto me, obedience; looke upon itas a very 
high Complement, (for what am I, that my deſire ſhould have 
with you the authority of a Command?)and {hall not be 10 
uncharitable, as to thinke it a {coffe, though ſome of my 
friends have repreſented it to meunder that notion: but 
ſuppoſe ir were meant in way of deriſton, yet this ſhall 
abate nothing of my gratitude tor your reply, whichis a fa-- . | 
vour, and honour,of which I willingly conteſle my (elte to be by 
unworthy . | | 

The beſt teſtimony 1 can give you of my thankfulneſſe is,  : 
to aſſure you, that it in the exceptions, which you ſhall conde= | ( 

{cend. to. returne unto this paper, you can prove that I have | 
done you any injury,you ſhall find me very ready to make you- 
farisfaCction. But iton the contrary: you ſhall fayle in {uch | 
proofe, I hope you will be ſo much a friend unto the truth, as 
to retract your miſtake. by 
- You acknowlecg, that to affirme, that Chriff's habitual 
love of God was capable of farther degrees is a contrariety to 
expreſſe words of Scripture. Now this propoſition , which {| 
you thus diſclaime,is the naturall, and nnavoicable ſequele of 
that which you in this. your reply $. 21 confeſſe to beyour 
opin'on;to Wit, that the znward atts of Chriſt's love were mare 
Intenſe at one time than: another:and this I ſhall make good 
by an argument, which Iſhall ſubmit unto your ſevereſt exa- 
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mination . IS 
Intenſton&remiſſion are primarily, 8&per fe,only of qualities; ſo | 
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| (3) : 
| chatanaQion.is not eapable of degrees of intenſion and reZ 
| miſſion, bur ſecondarily,and mediante wualitate; 'in.reoard. of 
| that qualitie, which 'it produceth,or from which Proceedefh ; 
| ratione ®termini,or Yatione principii, The inten- _ 
| flon and remiſſion of actions therefore muſt be (4 CallegiomCompl.De gez 
! proportioned unto thatof thoſe qualities, which @&**& corrupt. dilp.4.99.5, 
; ; +: pg d. 11.10.47, Scheib,Metaph, 
they regard, either as their termes,or principles; 1.z.c. 2.num.35.36, 
' now you acknowledge zz terminis,that the in- BE is 
; ward acts of Chriſts love were more intenſe at one tim 
| than at another; and hereuponit undeniably,and unavoidably 
| followeth,thar either the terminus, ſome (quality that was 
the product of theſe inward acts of love,or elſe the principinm,, 
ſome quyalitie that was the principle of them was more intenſe 
At onetime; than at another . 
| {you ſay, that the terminus, ſome quality,that was the 

product gftheſe inward acts, was . more nah at onetime, 
than-another;why then, firſt, you muſt cell us what this quality 
_ | is,and in what Speczes of quality it is placed;it cannot with any: 
| colour of probability be ranked under any other of the foure 
| ſpecies of quality than thefirſt; andific be put there, it muſt 
| be either diſpoſitio or habitizs;, now aiſpoſitio is ſuch an imper- 
{ fect andinchoate a thing, as that Tam very -loath to-think ſo 
| diſhonourably of my Saviour, as to aſcribe it to him. If 
you make it an habit , then you will run upon that opinion 
which you diſowne; for it can beno other than a morall habit, 
and therefore inChriſt ic muſt bea vertuous 8 gracious habit. . 
[ Toaffirme therefore that this quality was more intenie at one 
time than at another,will be by juſt conſequence to affirme , 
| that agractous habit in Chriſt was more intenie_at one time” 
than another.2 Extia nor ſunt multiplicanda (ine neceſſitate:and. 
therefore I ſhall reject this qualitye »umero entinm,unlefieyou 
can by convincing arguments prove a necellity.ot aflerting it. 
 Tamnot ignorant, that itis a common opinion, that omnis 
aio habet terminum; bat how it tailes in immanent aftionss: 
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(4) | 
you may ſee(ifyou will youchſafe to ſtoope ſolow)in Schiebs : 
ters Metaphyſicks 1.2.C.10.t, 3.ar.3.pun.1, # - the 

It you take the other way,and fay that the principle, the iſel 
quality producing theſe inward acts of Chriſts'love of God, hi 
was more intente at one time than at another; why then you , 
grant that which you {eeme to deny ; for the principle of * 
them is nothing elſe but the habituall grace, or habit of di» 
vine love; and therefore 1f you averre that to have-been 

| ur. 
capable of farther intenſton, you averre that the habituall Ys: 
orace of Chriſt was capable ot farther intenſion, and thus 
you ſee what the reaſon was that induced me to charge you 
with this opinion, 2h - Rs 
| 22%: Deftor H A 1M MON D. I IEP: 

6. Firſt, I ſaid it not in thoſe words, which he undertakes to refutes Þ** 
Theſe are p. 258. of his Book thus ſet down by him, "SW 

** Thu point may ſerve for confutation of a paſſage in Dr. H. againſt 
© Mr. (*. to wit, That Chriſts love of God was capable of farther degrees. IJ 

7. Theſe words I never ſaid , nor indeed are they to be found in the }: 
Paſſage which he ſets down from me, and whereon he grounds them; 
which, ſaith he, is this * | 


D 
WK - 


Dr. H. p. 222. X bo 
In the next place he paſſeth to the inforcement of my argument, from What 
we read concerning Chriſt himſelfe, that he Was more intenſe in Prayer at J, 
one rime than another, when yet the lower degree Was ſure no ſin,and prepares | 
10 make anſwer to it. viz. That Chriſt was above the Law , aud did more |** 
wan the Law required , but men fall ſhort by many degrees of what # requi» | 
red. But ſnre this anſwer 1 nothing fo the matter now in hand, for the evis fi 
dencing of Which , that exaffi8 of Chriſt was brought by me, viz. That 
ſincere Love un capable of degreey, Thu was firſt ſhrwed in ſeverall men, 
and in the [ame man at ſeverall times, in the ſeverall rankes of Angells,and 
at laſt in (hriſt bim/elfe. more ardent in one att of Prayer than in another. . | 
8. Here the Reader finds not the words -[| Chriſts love of God « ca+ | © 
pable of further degrees ] and when by dedufticn be endeavours to cons | * 
clude them from theſe words , his concluſion falls ſhort in 6ne word vize | h 
[further ] and "tis but this, lat ? 
T hat the example of (briſt will never prove D. H. his concluſion,nnleſſe | - 
#t inferre, that Chriſt: lave of God was capable of degrees. ES 
 9-. This is but a ſlight charge indeed, yet may be worthy to beta | 
| ken | 


— 


; | Þ > - 
\, Ken worice of in the entrance { thongh the'pr;ncipall weight of my ans- + 
fon be not laid on'it. }. and ſuggeſt this pL gy: —_ men chi 
: the which undertakes to refwre any ſaying of avcther , muſt oblige him- 
1E 'ſelfe to an exat? recirall of it co x word, and /3//4b/e ; Otherwiſe he may 
d, himſelfe become the only Anthor of the Propoſition, which he refwrer, 
Wu © 10. The difference is no more than by the addition of the word, 

- { further. } But chat addition may poſlibly beget in the Readers nn» 
of * 4 | ; 
% der ſtanding, 2 very conſiderable difterence, | 

'- 11. Forthis Propoſition [ Chriſts love of God was capable of farther 

Ix degrees | is readily interpretable to this da»geroms ſente, that Chriſts 
 Yove of God was not full, but ſo farre imperfe, as to be capable of ſome 
wrther degrees than yet it had; And thus ſure the eLathor I have now 
{before me, acknowledges to have a»derſtvod the words,and according- 
_ ly propoſeth to refsre them from the conſideration of the a/l-fulnefſe of 
thabitnall grace in Chriſt, which he could not do, unlefle he deemed 
Fo ithem a prejudice fo it, | 
4.- 12. 'Butthoſe other words, which though he finds not in my papers, 
e yet not logically inferres from. them [ that Chrifts love of God was ca» 
Ipable of degrees, more intenſe at one time than at another |] are notſo 1;- 
fable to be thus interpreted, but only import that Chris /ove of God had 
lin its Jatirade or amplitude leverall degrees, one differing from another. 
* 1See.magr & minus , all of them comprehended in that al-full perfe& 
love of God, which was alwaies in Chrift ſo full,and ſo prrfet,. as not to 
want, and ſo not to be capable of further degrees, © _ 
+F 13. The Matter is cleare ; The degrees of which Chriſts love of God 
15capable; are by me thus expreſt, that bz /ove was more intenſe at one 
time than at another ; bur ſtill the higher of thoſe degrees of inrenſneſſe, 
- | was as truly acknowledged to be in {hriſts love, at ſome time, vis. in 
his agonte, as the /ower was at axother, and ſo al! the degrees, which are 
ſuppoſed to be mentioned of his /ove , are alſo ſuppoſed , and expr:ſly 
afficmed to have been i» him at ſome time or other , whereas a ſuppo» 
4 | fed capacity of furthir degrees, ſeems at leaſt ( and ſo is reſolved by that 
' eAuthor ) tO inferre , that theſe degrees were not in Chriſt ( the direct 
| contradifforie to the former Propoſition ) and ſo that they were wans 
| ting in him,and the but ſeeming aſſerting of that wart is juſtly cenſured, 
n | as prejudicial to Chriſts fulueſſe. Here then was one miſadventure in 
I his proceeding. 


7 EANES; 


OR | 
2. He that ſaith that Chriſts love of God was more 
intenſe in his agonie than before, affirmeth, that his love of 
God before his agonie was capable of farther degrees, than 
yet it had; but youathrme the tormer,and therefore I doe you! 
no wrong to impute the latter unto you: The premiſes 
virtually containe the concluſion, and therefore he that holds; 
the premiſes, maintaineth the concluſion, I ſhall readily 
hearken to your ſeaſonable advertiſement, that he, which un-; 
 dertakesto refute any ſaying of anothers , muſt oblige himſelf 
to ancxact recitall of it to a word and ſyllable ; but notwith- 
ſtanding .it, I ſhall aſſume the libertte to charge you with th 
conſequences of your words, and if I cannot make. good my; 
charge,the ſhame will light on me . | 
2. Iftherewere any miſtake in ſupplying the word [ far= 
ther it was a miſtake of charity, for 1 was ſo charitable, ag 
ro thinke that you ſpake pertinently to the matter you had} 
in hand: I conceived that your ſcopein your treatiſe of will 
worſhip was to prove, that there be uncommanded degreeg 
of the. love of God, that thoſe large incluſive words tho 
ſhalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart ,with all thy ſoult] 
&c. do not command the higheſt and moſt intenſe degree-off 
the love of God;ſo that a man may fulfill this command, and 
yet there may be roome or place for farther and higher] 
degrees of thelove of God. Now this propoſition, Chriſts 
love of God was capable of degrees, which you confefle to 
be not illogically inferred from your papers will never reacts 
this point,unlefſe you underſtand the word farther, and theres 
fore your cenſure of my ſupplying the word farther as a miſs| 
adventure in my proceeding is groundlefle. "mA 
Dc HA A MO ND. | CANS 
14. But this is but the proemial part- of my Rep/y,there is a-more 
mmar'ertall part of it ſtill behind,which may yet ſeeme neceſſary to bell: 
aaged, viz.. to mind him: of ( what he well knowes ) the diſtinQiom; 
between habirs and ets of vertues, or graces; and that love,the _ 
: oro 


s 


—— 


"Md therefore love as 4 gens doth not equally: comprehend [7 ; 


_ ther,nuſt needs'referre to the ſeveral as of the ſame,all-full habutuall 


(79 
doth equally comprehend both cheſe /pecirr, and that his diſconrle 
of all-falneſſe belonging to the habiraall grace of (hriſt, 1 ſperke 
diſtioaly of another matter, viz.of the degrees; ofthat grace diſcernable 
in the /everall aZsof it, | 
"Ip FEANES. > EN 
_ The diſtintion betiveen the habits and atts of wirtues or 

graces I very well know; but that love as a germs doth equally you. 
comprehend the habjt and act of love,is a thing which I con- = To, 
teſſe that I am yet to learne;and if it be a matter of ignorance -. *144 
in me,you muſt blamemy Mr Ariſtotle, for he hath miſgui-=- :- 
ded me herein, Hetels me /:b. 1.7op, c. 15.9. IT. that if ao els 
word be predicated of things put in ſeverall predicaments, «aw ; 
that then it is homonymozs in regard of them, Swmir I gy win oe 
THY KdTd nyVouartTlYoprar,o mum ily im aavTor,c) zapun Tate, Jyncp 51 awfe 
gn $uurver mo A29uarr . Now the habit of love is in-the predica- +> 
ment of Quality,the a& of love in the predicament of Action, ;., a". « 
and hereupon I cannot but | conclude that the predication of <> <-» 
love, concerning the habit, and the a#, is onely equivocal, [771% 
and. conſequently /owe no gems to them, No genus Cant {{-,., 4 
equally comprehend thoſe things which do differ zato genere, <7 Y 
andare therefore termed primo diverſa,rather then differentiaz co. fu 
but now ſuch are the habits and the acts of the lovei of God, ra 
them as it's ſpeczes. ob: is 
| EIT Dr HAMMOND. > - | | 

- 15+» -This d:ftin4ion 1 thought legible enongh before , both 
intlig Treat of will-worſrip.and inthe Anſwer toMr Cal, | 
16, In the former the Refurer confeſſerh to. find it, reciting pap, 513 
theſe words of mine, Ir 5s poſſible for the ſame perſon conſtantly ro _ © 
love God above alhand yet- to have higher expreſſions of that love at one 
one time than another. Where the expreſſion; at one time, and: at ans 


love, | . <N 
nel F E LN E $555. MS TIRES 
© The diſtindion, which you thought legible enough: befors 
in your trat# of will-worſhip, in which:you: ſay thatI confeſſe 
Soils RT ——_—__ 


ft: (3) 

to findit, is ſuch a diſtinftion between the habits and aFs 0® 
' love,as that love equally comprehends them both as ſpectes. 
Nowl utterly deny, that there is any ſuch diſtin&tion in thoſe 
words of « yours,which 1 recite: 7: z poſbible for the ſame 
perſon conſtantly to love God above all, and yet to have higher 


expreſſions of that love at one time than another:and the reaſon! of 
this my deniall is, becauſe /ove,as a gerus,doth not comprehend 


the expreſſions of love equally with the habit. (1) Nothin 
can aS agerss be equally predicated of things put in ſeveral 
- Predicaments, but the habit of love, and expreſſions of love 
are put in ſeverall predicaments;theretore love, as a genzs,doth 
not equally comprehend them both.(2) The habit of love is 
formally and intrinſecally love;the exprefſions of love(that is, 
as you expound your ſelfte $.2 1,the outward expreſſions of the 
inward acts of love)are termed love only by extrinſecall de- 
nomination from the inward acts of love; and therefore 1ove 
doth * 'not as. a - 'genms: equally ' comprehend, - the 
habit,and theexpreſſions of love. Raynandd#oun Mor: diſcip. 


dift.3.N.144.makesmention out ofGabpBrel ofa diftindtion of 
love into affeiwve,andeffedfive:and what is this effective love 


bue the efte&s aid expreſſions of love? but now , that he 


doth not take this to be a” proper diſtribution of a genus into —— 
t's ſpecies, apperreth by whart he ſaith our ofthe ſame Auz: 


thor concerning the diviſton ,  Efettioum dicit 3þſum illins 


wmorg eliciti effettum . Tranſlato quippe cauſe nomine ad | 


\ 


effettum,is dicitur mare effeftive,qu non oftentat inertilems 


4 


ac fterilem amprem ; ſed cum ſe dat occaſio, erumpit in frutFus' 


argnos amorts. Luam eſe admodiim impropriam amor diviſf- 
onem fatetur Gabriel, quia amare proprie eſt in ſola voluntate 


tanquam in ſubjetFo: ea autem produttio effettunum amor is in. 
alits facultatibus cernitur, eſtque actus tranſiens , non immas= 
zents voluntatis.(3)No onewotd canas a genus eqnally come. 


Prehend theveffictent and the effect; the habit of love is the 


efficient. cauſe, and thefincere and cordiall expreſſions of | 
| | love 7 
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them both. 
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cernable unto any man, that will compare both rogerher; how- 


| you interpret your ſelte, the outward expreſsions of the inward - 
atts of love : in your latter papers you ſpeak of love zt ſelfe: 
now the outward expreſsrons of love aretermed loveonly ex- 
trinſece, denominative, & participative, from the inward a& 


' be in this ſenſe only free or voluntary, 21y, Thar your firſt 


| And 21y, the early caute/om ſpeaking there , might have RAY, furs 


(9) : 
love are the effe@; therefore love is nat predicated of them ez 
qually as a germ, (4) That which is predicated properly 
of one thing , and tropically of another cannot equally com- 
prehend them both as a genw ; bur love is predicated proper- 

ly ofthe habit of love, tropically, viz, Metonymically ot the 
expreſſions of love, by a meronymie of the efficient for the 

effect ; therefore love as a genus cannot equally comprehend 


D. HAMMOND. 

| Onely I gueſſe not what cempration he had to chooſe that expreſſion, + 
which he there makes uſe of, viz. [ That there D. H. minceth.the migts Oi 
ter, and (peakgth mare cantelonſly ] adding [ that what he there ſaith is ' 4 
nothing to che mittey now in hand. ] Whereas 1. thoſe of Will-worſpip, = 
being the Firft papers written on char ſubjeR, are ſure very pertinens * 
to aſcertain him of the meaning of the /arter , written in defence of 
them, | ws _ — 
| FF EANES:. 1H. ee 
That your ff papers written op this ſubjett are very impars 
zinenc rO aſcertarne me of the meaning of your latter is eaſily diſs ' 


ever I ſhall offer unto your conſideration two reaſons "xd. {va 
prove the impertinency of them for that purpoſe. (1) Inyow 4 
firſt papers you ſpeak only of the expreſtons of love [ i.e. )as © 


of love, as ſome ſay the imperate acts of the will, are {aid to 


Papers are very ſhort,in explaining the meaning of your latter, 
iS apparent. by this your reply, wherein you-extend the /ove 
God,which you aftirme to be capable of degrees,beyond the out- 
ward expreſSions,unto the very,gnward atts of love. *'.  _ 
Dr. HAMMOND 


ther latter caution unneceflary. 


B 3 TEANES; 
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 FEANES. 
I had thought that in polemicall writings, it had ſtill. been 
needtull for a man to continue on his caution , for otherwiſe 
he may expoſe himſelte unto blowes , and knocks , which he 


never dreamt off. Earely cautclous ſpeaking is no ſalvounto V 


after unwarineſle. 
| Dr. HAMMOND. 
And 3ly, I couid not be faid to mince, ( which to 2#/par eares 
Ggnifies to rerradt in ſome degrees, what I had ſaid before, ) and a- 
-» 50 pw cantienſly , when that was the fir? time of wy ſpeak- 
108 of it, 422 {/ 
| TFEANES. 
I am very loath to enter into a Conteſt with ſo great a Cri- 
tick, touching the meaning of aword, however I ſhall adven- 


ture to ſay thus much, that a men may be ſaid to mince a mat- 


ter, and ſpeak more cautiouſly at the firſt time of ſpeaking of it, 


than afterwards at a ſecond time of ſpeaking of it: neither ſhall 


© T be beaten from rhis wine aſſerugg, by your vice and naked 
Wo BY) 


affirmation, that to m7nce, to vulgar ceares, ſrenifieth to retratt 
in ſome degrees what hath been ſaid before: tor I appeale to both 
wulgzar and learned eares., whether or no.we may not ſay tru- 
ly of divers erroneous perſons , that ih the firſt broaching of 
thx errors they mince the matter, and ſpeak more cantelouſl 
than afterwards , when they are fleſhed and incouraged wut 
{ucceſle, Ot | 
7, Dr. HAMMOND. © 
17. Mean-while it is wanife/#, and his own coxfe[/ion , that there 
theſe were my words , and thoſe fo cantions, that the ſente of the words 
which he undertakes to. refare\, could not be affixt on them. And 
this 1 ſhould have chought ſufficient to have preſerved my 5-nocence, 
and forſtalled his Ve of ( onfatation. | 
BY FEANES. ERR 
Suppoſe that in your tract of will-worſhip, theſe were your 


| words, and withall that they were ſo caxtious that this {enſe 


of the words, which I undertake to retute, could not be afhixt 
on them, yet this1s nothing at all uato the parpole,, and con- P 
| tributes _ 


(-x2") 
Eributes nothing to the clearing of your 7»mocence , 4nd fore- 
my uſe of confutation ;, and the reaſon hereof is very e- 
71dent , betants that which I undertook to refute, was affixt 
, by me, not ontheſe your ſo cautelous words in your tract vf 
 wvill-worſhip, but on a paſſage in your anſwer to Mr.-Cawarey. 
Indeed I cenſured thoſe: your words in themſelves imperti- 
nent unto your matter in hand, and withall proved them to be 
 &, But it you had gone no farther then theſe words,you 
Jhould not have heard from me touching this ſubject , tor 


Yy 


Be 1s more pretious with me, than to waſt it, in medling 


cerely with the 1mpertinencies of any mans diſcourſe, __————: 
| _DÞr. HAMMOND. 
18. But the ayſwer to MH, C-which occaſioned it was, I think, 
ks cantions alſo, 1, Inthe words recited by the Refuter, viz. that 
hiſt himſelf was more ardent in one aft of prayer than in another, 2. In 
he words following in that a»ſwer, but not recired by him , viz. tha 
the ſincerity of thu or that virtue expreſs in this or that performance, uit 
"Fre ſpeake'of, when we ſay it canſiſts in a latit «de,and hath degrees ; where 
the | thu or that per formance | are certainly «As of the virtue, cons 
fiſting in a /arirzde, and the having deprees ( wiz. in that /ariraude ) no 
way implies him that hath i-rze in that /atrrage ( viz. Chriſt) 
$0 want at preſent, 3nd in that ſenſe to be capable of farther degrees. 
s 19. Lam williogtolook as jraluuſly a5 I can on any paſſage of my 
pwn , which falls under any mans cex/xre ; and cherefore finding no= 
thing in the words ( /er 4own by him as the ground of the Refutarion ) 
which is any way capable of it, | have reviewed the hole ſeftion, and 
weighed every period, as /vſpiciconſly as I could; to eb/erve whether I 
W's aa or wreſt that con/equence from any other paſlage , not zecis 
ed. im. TE 
; ge; And 1 find none in a»y depree liable, except it ſhould bethis. 
zn the beginning of the Se. Where ſetting down.the argument, as it . 
Jay in the Tr. of ul war, I ſay tt poſſible fot the [ame perfon which (0 
| Yoves God ( i. E. with all the heart ) to love him, and expreſſe that luve 
ore intenſely at one time than another , as. appeared by the example of 
hriſs. | | Fe | 
ah pe if this be thought capable of miſapprehenſign,by reaſon of the* 
and } 4i5joyning love from the expreſſions of it, and ſo the expreſſtons 


Þclongipg to the als, 'the /ove be deemed co denote the habitual love; 
F=:: | I 


(12) 


I muſt onely (ay , that is 2 wiſepprehenſion , for that by lowing withy 
gl! the heart , in the firſt place, I certainly meant the incere habit. off, 
Love, by love in the /arter place, the inward as of love , and by thee! 
expreſſions of love , the owt Ward expreſſions of thoſe 5nward afts, and of 
thiſe als onely I ſpeak , and of thoſe expreſſions, when I ſay they "yy 
wore intenſe at one time than avother. | he 
FEANES. git 
T ſhall here briefly repreſent unto you that which made mE 
think you guilty of detracting from the all-fulneſs of Chriſts, ' 
habituall grace, and referre you for confirmation hereofuntaſh 
what I have ſaid in the beginning of this my diſcourſe, The: 
undeniable conſequence of what you ſay in anſwer unto Mrab 
' Cawarey ls, as I have proved, that Chriſts love of God was capaFec 
ble of farther degrecs. Now hereupon I thus reaſoned in mype 
mind, you were to be underſtood either ot the habit, or of thque 
imvard act of love, foras for the outward expreflions of loyeſi© 
it iS without diſpute, that they cannot be ſaid to be love proÞe 
perly, but only by a trope; if you ſhould have ſaid that youh* 
{pake of the habit of love , then you would have expreſly imÞn 
pugned the all-tuineſſe of Chriſts habituall grace ; and it you 1 
ſhould ſay , as you now do, that you meant the inward a&ts oÞ y 
love; why then I concluded that you would even hereby i#ca 
plyealy . and by conſequence have oppoled the perteftion offec 
Chriſts habituall grace , becauſe the intenſion of the inwards # 
acts ot love proceedeth from theintenſton of the habit of loveÞ c 
and 1s therefore proportioned unto it: but of this more tullyfzc 
in the place above mentioned. Thus having ſhewed you wha 
invited me.unto my uſe of confutation, Iinall paſle over th; 
three other ſections , which you your ſelte I preſume wonlgca: 
have ſpared, it you had been privy unto that which I now acppr 
quaint you with, Ir 
| Dr. HAMMOND, #1 
22, The word /ove, 8s 1 ſaid, is a gens, equally comprehending, 
the exo ſpecies, haburuall and attnell love, and equally applicable to ei; 
ther of the ſpecies, to the atZs as well as the habit of /ove. And ſo whenÞ - 
lay love is capable of degrees, the meaniog is cleare, The gevericall war = 


(13) 
e reſtrained to the /atter fpecies, is confidered in reſpec of the 
. 07s of love, gradnally differenced one from the other, is in that+ze». 
thee 7,capable of degrees: both inwardly and in outward expreſſions: that- 
| off# of /ove, that poured. out and expreſt it ſeife in the wore ay- 
ws prayer , Was 2 more intevle a'of love, than another af of 
© ſame habituall love, which did not ſo- ardently expreſſe it 
Ie, Ts 
me FEANES. 
5] That love is not agen equally comprehending habituall 
ghd act»all love,as its two jpectes, T have already proved by 
heis argument, becauſe they are in ſeverall predicaments 
{rÞbituall love in the predicament of qualitie,and actuall in the 
padedrcament of action. Thereare,I know, divers great Philoſo- 
nybers and Schoolemen that makeall immanent acts, and conle- 
hquently all 7zward acts of love to be qualities; they are, ſay 
rehey,only grammaticall actions, not metaphyſical actions 1n 


:oÞe preadrcament of action; but this opinion is wxtrue in 
Ol "fe, and no waics advartageous unto your cauſe in 
mand, | 
ol 7, Ir 7s wntrue 71 it ſelte; and to confirme this,I ſhall offer pe 


 oÞ your conſideration two arguments out of Scheibler, which 
mearely prove immanent acts to be true, proper, and 
offedicamentall aftions, in the predicament of Action, 
w< ##1verſum id ſine incommodo poteſt dici actio, quod ſufficit 
veſt conſtituendam. cauſalitatem efficientts: Atqui dantur canſe 
UWfrcientes, quibus non conventt alia Tanſalitas , quam que 
hat actio immanens : Ergo actio immanens vere eft active, 
thGvopoſitio patet, quia predicamentum actionis -ponitur ad 
nldcandam caufalitem efficientis cauſe in genere entium,ut 
acypra diſputatum, explicando diviſionem predicament orums 
rt confirmatur quod actio fit adequata canſalitas effi- 
entis ut ſupra FT xs eſt, lib.1.c.12. Aſſumptiopatet. Nam 
ings abſolute eſt cauſa efficiens in quantum denominatnr 
' Ellere aut intelligere. Et tamen iſli ſunt dctus immanen- 
o '« That which 1s the cauſddity of an efficient. caule is 


Ks 


wy 
” ® 
= F..cs 
« p 


 manent at is a proper and predicamental} ation, Mer. /ib.2.c4 
© 10,9,27, You may perhaps flight Schecibler, as 4 trivia 


me for alleadging of him.Bur I can preſſe you with the'autho 


are diſpoſitions, as moſt of the above mentioned ſchoolemgd 
hold them-to be; againſt this I object , that however"the| 


' Eat the ſame habits of grace in Chriſt may be 


(14) a 
4 trae and predicamentall action in the predicament of actio 
but immanent acts are the cauſalities of efficient cauſes 
and therefore proper and predicamentall actions, Deinde as 
actus immanentes ſunt potentis active, ſed potentie activ ſunt 
per ordinem ad weras, actiones,. ergo actus mmmanente, 
ſunt vert actiones. Et ſi hi ſolums titulotenus ſunt attiones 
Ergo etiam potentie ille ative titmotenns ſunt potentie attive 
That which terminates and aCtuates an active: power 15 a prope 
and predicamentall action: but every immanent act termt 
nates and actuates an active power, and therefore every im 


— 


author,but I urge his reaſons,not his authori:y,8 it you can a 
{wer his reaſons, you may ſpeake your pleaſure of him and 0 


rity of an author tar greater than Schezbler, our great Maſter 
Ariſtotle,ofwhom you make ſomewhere in your writings»yaf 
norable mention;he /.10.Zthic.c.3.tells us roundly,that the: 0 


-* perations of virtues, & even happineſle itſelfe,are not qualitieq 
bs de ds Tis ders grepyelat miomy7es: 1710 us if euS 24 yori, but theſ} 


areimmanent acts,& therefore in his opinion immanent ads at 
not qualities. But,ſecondly, ſuppole this opinion were true-Þ 
it {elte,yet will-it no waies advantage your cauſe, for the p; 
trons of it rang /mmanent acts under the firſt ſpectes of quality 
and then they zre either d7/spoſitions or habits. It you ſay the 


may be ſo in other men., yet they cannot be ſo in Chriſt 
for a diſpoſition carrieth in it's notion inchoation, and'inq 
perrection , , and therefore to «ttribute it unto Chriſt | 
co throw an apparent diſhonour upon him. If you C 
they are habits,why then, you cannot deny them to be: gracton 
babits, and fo you will tall upon that opinion, tvs mth} 
reply, you ſo ſtudioufly endeavour ro acquit yourſelfe, - yi 
more 1} 
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your wordsafunder, and examine Every pallage inthem..”.. -. + 


(15) 


 Heiiſe at one time than another , and conſequently that his habitu: 


all grace was not alwaies full andperfet. 
Mh Dr. HAMMOND. | 


-; I ſhillexplain this by the Refarers own (onfeſſion. The death - 
of Chriſt, ſaith he, was an higher expreſſion of Chriſts love of 1, than his 


poverty, hunger or thirſt, To thisT fadjoyne,that ſuch as the expreſſion 
was, tuch was the a& of :»Wward love , of which that was an expreſſion: 
it being cercain that each of theſe expzeſſions had an att of internal love, 
of which chey were ſo many preportionably different expreſſions ; And 


 frow hence 1 ſvppoſeit unavoidably conſequent, that that at of jxcers 


nll love, expceſt by his dying for us, was luperior to thole former atts, 
which ooely expreſt chemſelves in his poverty , and ſo the fame perſon 
that /oved pncerely, did alſo /ove ,; and exxpreſſe that love more'tmtenſly at 
one-time than at another, which was the very thing I had ſaid in another 
inſtance. Bat this I have added ex abandantci more than the Refaters 
diſcourſe required 'of me, | | 

| FE ANE S. 


LIE. you had repeated that which-you call my confeſſion full 


and intire , as it lay.in my book, the impartiall and unpreju- 


nothing that made for your advantage : my words at large 
are theſe, There may hea graduall dfrren in the FPrerons 
/ 


aud, yet they might proceed from a love equally intenſe. Now 
Sir have you ſaid any thing to prove;that they couldnot pro- 
ceed from a love equally intenſe? you ſeeme indeed,moſt ve- 
hemently. and. affectionately to Gs that they could not; 


but. you muſt pardon me ,: if Ientertaine not your vehement 


aſ[ever ations , (as ſolid arguments , as it they were propoſitiones 
per ſe-note, Pray Sir , review ths ſection, and put yourargu- 
ment-into ſome forme; it you can make good that it contain- 
eth any-diſproofe of what I have faid; unleſle begg:ng of the 
qu:ſtion. be argumentativezey 08 ſhall have my hearry leayeto 


triumph over meas you pleaſe; however untill chen,Lſhall rake 


% 


» 


Dr. 


\ 
4 vw; 


AG 
diced reader would ſoone have diſcerned that there was in is x -1,. © 
E.ſ-! 


of the ſamz love. for degree . Chriſts death for us was an higher Fane 


\ expreſivon of his love of us , than-his pavugrty, hunger, thirſt &c, 


+ 
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IND HAMMOND: +. GS: 
To this 1 ſubjoyn that ſuch #5 the expreſſion was, ſuch was the af? 


of inward love , of which that was an expreſſion, yet being certaily that 
each of theſe expreſſions had an a& of jnternall love,of which they were 
ſo many proportionably different expreſſions. 
| FEANES. | 

That each of theſe expreſſions had an att of inward lowe,of 
which they were ſo many different expreſſions, is an obviaus 
truth, þut impertinent unto the matter in hand, unleffe you 
can prove. that they were of neceſſity equall in point of inten- 
fion; and, the proote ot this you have not hitherto lo muchas 
attempted?” | "+ 


ON Þr, HAMMOND. h EET 
... And from hence 1 ſappoſe it gnavoidably conſequent, that that af 
of internal love, expreſt by his dyi»g for ns, was ſuperior ta thoſe fore - 
mer afls , wiich onely expreſt themſelves in his poverty , and fo the 
ſame perſon chat loved ſincerely did allo /ove,and exprefſr bat love noxeg | 
5ntenſly at one tive than at angber which was the very ching thad ſaid gn | 

another inftance. But this 1 have added ex abypdanti more than ; 6 
Refaters difcourfe required of me. WOT 222K 1 og IE 
2 be 1 1. BY ANDES. ' 1 
- From hence: whence I pray? it from the words immediate- 
ly ioegome, then your argument ſtands thus, Every of theſe 4 
expreſirons had an aft af internalt lsue, of which they were ſp tas 
ny proportionably afferent expreſſions : therefore that att of #n> | 
ternal love expreſt by his'dying for us, was ſuperior #q theſe for- 
mer adts, which onely expreſt themſelves in his poverty. And 
| here I muſt protefle that the regſon- of your  conſequence- 
- 1s to me inviſible, and I ſhall neveracknowledg your-infe- 
= . rence legitimate yntill you drive mehereunto, by'reducing 
| your F » - Say unto a Sy/togiſmzes,” but perhaps there-may be 
fome myſtery in the word proportioxably, and your meaning 
- may be, that theſe difterent expreſhons in regard of intenſion. 
muſt be proportioned exactly ugto their inward reſpective 
atts of love equall or paralell unto them, - and if this beyowr 
@gument is guilty of that fallacy, which |. 
- | 21-4: - 


meaning, -then your 


- 


2 I. _ : 


| Sh IM. cf 
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 betwixt us. 


| and men alſo. 
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bs called petitio principis. It is my deſire and purpoſe to have " 
faire wars with you, and my pen ſhall not drop a diſreſpe- 


Rive ſyllable of you ; but-yet I am reſolved tsſwallow none 
of your. proofelelle dictates: ſeeing you have entered theliſts 
with me , you muſt not think me irreverent and ſaucy, if'{ as 


the ſouldiers ſpeak.) I diſpute every inch of ground with 


you, and be ſo bold as to call upon Fon for the proofe of 
whatſoever you aflert touching-that which is incontroverſy 
Dr. HAMMOND... 04 
. 24, Tt now onely remaines , that I confider whether this Refwter 


| have in the proceſſe of his diſcour/e added any thing, wherein I may be 


any whit concerned, ER: 
25. And 1. faith he, the falſchoed of ſuch an aſſertion & evident from 
the point there hanuled and confirmed,the ab{olate fulneſſe of ( hriſts grace, 
which by the generell conſent of the Fathers and Schoolomen was [ach, aa 
that it excluded all intenſive growth. © 3799 | 


...-.26. But to this the reply will be eafily foreſeen, from the promiſes, 
that as the point by him handled and confirmed was diſtinRly the a//- 
fulneſſe of babituall grace in Chriſt , ſo his proefs of it by the conſent of 


Fathers and School-men beiong ſtill co that fa/neſſe of habitual grace. -. 
..27. Writneſle onefor all, £{qzinas flor. 3. 9.7. art. 12. ad [ecu 
anm, Licet virtus divina pefſit facere aliquid maju«& melina quan ſit ha* 


bituals gratiaChriſti,non temen—though the divine power may make ſome« 


What greater and better than us the habitual grace of Chriſt, yer—lo *tis 
plain be ſpeaks of the f#/»eſ? of the habitual grace; Andad rertinm. In 


| ſapientia & gratia aliquu, proficere poteſt dupliciter 5; uno mods ſecundium 


ipſos babituu [apientia & gratie angmentatos, & fic Chriſtus in e114 non pros 


ficiebat. Alio mogo ſecundym effetIne in quantum aliquu [apientiora& vire 


t#0fiora opera facit, & fic Chriſtus proficiebat ſapientia &- gratiaz ficut & 
etate,quia [ecundxm proceſſum etatu perfettiora operafacitbat,—& in his 
gue ſuntad Denm , & in his que ſunt ad homines, 'One may increaſe in 


' Wiſdome and grace two waies, one Way according to the. habiss of them-in- 


creaſed, and ſa (hriſt increaſed not , another way, according ro the effe to; 
when any doth more Wiſe and vireuous Workes ; and ſo Chriſt mereaſed in 
Fiſdome and Grace,'as he did in age , becanſe according.ts the proce ([v of his 
age, he did mare perfeft workgs, and that borh in things beloyging to God, 
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/.28. And thus are the Sehoo/-men underſtood by the Refuter him» | 
 ſelfe , in his produciog: their teſtimonies , as appeares by the expreſſe 


words | habitnall grace p.260. lin. penulr: and holint ſe, and the /moge 


[ro in bim ] 0.261. lin, 12, And ſo *tis moſt cleare , their conſent 
elongs not, even in his c»» opinion, to the matter 1 had, and bave'in 


| hand, no way denying but aſſerting 2 capacity of degrees among ihe 


afts of Chriſts love of God, and the expreſſions of it. 
EAMNE S. | ihe? 
I. They. that can ſo eaſily foreſee this your reply, may 


with as little difficulty foreknow the objection againſt 1r,to 


wit, that the intenſion'of Chriſts aftuall grace is exattly propor - 
tioned unto that of his habituall grace; and theretore your de- 
niall of the perpetuall all-fulneſſe of Chriſts aftuall grace, is 
a virtuall and implied deniall of the all-tulnefle of Chriſts h- 
bituall grace: and how you are provided of an anſwer here» 
unto , theevent will ſhew, It 1s not then ſo cleare as you pre- 
tend, that the teſtimony of the Schoole-men belongs nor, 


Even in mine own opinton, to the matter you had and have... 


in hand. T 

2. As tor that place you quote out of Aquinas, it is plaine 
that-therein by the effefts of wifedome and grace are meant 
ſuchas are outward, for thele are moſt properly termed works, 
And belides , an zntenſrve increaſe in the inward atts of wile« 


dome and grace would argue and preſuppoſe an iztenſive in- 


it j$454 ercaſe in thevery habits themſelves, 
- 3. Whereas you fay, in the cloſe of SedF/0n the 28, that: 


the conſent of the Schoole-men is no wates denying, but af{-' 
ſerting a capacity of degrees amongſt the acts of Chriſts loye 
of God. 7. c. of theinward acts thereof. . There will be.lit- 
tle ſenſe in your words in themſelves, and lefle pertinency. 
unto the matter in hand, unleſle your meaning be,as you elſ{e= 


Where expreſie your {elte, that the inward acts of Chriſts love 


of God were more intenſeat onetime, than at another -- and 
it this be your meaning, I muſt needs aſſume the boldneſle to 
tell you ,- that no ſuch matter is viſible unto mein any of the 

| chool- 


by, 


PIPES £ 'I9 \ | 
Schoole-men, But perhaps you may meane:ſuch Schoole-men, ai}. 
[asſuch a Puny;as I, never ſaw or heard of; however you can- ** 
not expect beleite, untill you produce their teſtimonies: And © © 
I ſhall entreat you to alleadge ſuch , as may be had in Pagls- . wn © 
church-yard, or at leaſt inthe Library at Oxford. DD 
.Dr HAMMOND. PT 
© 29, Secondly, he will heare the Doctors objection and conſider of mhat * © 
Weight it is . = | a 
 ObjeRion? againſt what?againſt the fulneſſe of habiruall grace in. 
Chriſt > ſare never any was by me urged againſt irt.,, Fad he cannot / 
now think there was. The degrees of #»tenſ/eneſſe obſervable in tbe 
everall aces of (briſts love, his praying more ardently_ at one time than. _ 
nother,vvas all that 7 concluded from that rext, £4k,22.44.and that is 
nothing to his babirnall love. Pp TID Wm ; Ee 
hat thisobjection was not intended by you againſt the fulneſle 
f Chriſts habituall grace,upon your proteſtation, I readily be- 
ieve; but, that by conſequence it reacheth it, Irthus make good, 
= [That objection which is urgedagainſt the perpetuall alſtulnelle 

[8:perfection of 'Chriſts a&tuall love,the inward acts of his love 
jof God, ſtrikes againit the perpetuall alltulneſſe & perte&tion 
fhis habitual Jove: becauſe the degrees of the inward acts of his. + » 
love of God are commenſurate ,unto the degrees of his hablx. / 
tuall love. For they have no degrees at all, but ſecundarrd, 
lin regard. of the babit. of his loye - but now' this ohje&ion | 

1s urged by. you, againit the; perperuall,all-fulnefle andper- pen 
tection of his actuall love, the inward acts-ot his love; foritis - | = 
(brought to prove that the-inward acts of |Chriſts, love were '. ao 1 
moreintenſe at one tinethan; another, anda greater intenfion 

preſuppoſeth remiſſion and/imperfedtion; for zntenſio eft eduttio_ HT 
vei intenſe de imperfefto ad perfettum, as Aquinas very. 9 +) \ + 9 
often. Therefore this objection ſtrikes;againſt the perpetuall ' Oe 


ch 
\. <A 2a 


FS © 


[fulneſſe and pertection of Chriſts acruall love of God, and w-*, 
{o conſequently againſt the perpetuall tulnefle and/ pertedtion "6 44 
of his habituall love. enrth og, 
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DrH AM MM OMND. | | - 
30, But even to this he is pleaſed ro frame efn[werr (thoophydir 
I hope his do&@rine of the | fulnefſe of (briſts habituall grace beno wayſT! 
concern'd init}and to theſe | ſhall briefly attend him,as my /aft ſage; jr 
in chisno very long voyage , : © / 
31- And 1,/aith hegthe vulgar tranſlation renders inTergzeov, pros 
 lixins;and if this verſion be Fe akn there is no place for the Doftor 
' ebjeftion . | | | 

Buc though Ilſecke no advertege by that valgar reading, yet| 
thinking it a duty of reverence to that verſion. to take leave civillyJon 
whenſoever I depare from it ( wherein I have the ſuffrage offto 
Proteſtants as learned in both the Languages Hebrew and Greek,l;c i 
as any) and that I may to the utmoſt obſerve the Refaters Neps, I] ;;; 
ſhall not utterly rejeZ it. CE |» 
32. Tis certain 7:js doth primarily Ggnifie excenfon, and} 

that properly. belongs to length, and fo the comparative wrerigee 
por tO a greater degree of that Jength. And if it be- granted thar(10 
it ſo (ignifte here, there will yet be place equally for my Fonch por 
ſon. BOD BEES AE EY 
. 33. Forinevery at of Prayer, be it but the frorreft obiiday 
ſent out by Chriſt, /ſappoſe(and my Refwrer muſt nor doube of it) cherelſin 
was ſome degree of ardency Or intenſion; And then ſure according toſCl 
the multiplying of thoſe acts /engthening that prayer, there muſt ſtill injme 
Chriff,(1 ſay not in every one of us)be a proportionable multiplication|pre 
of thoſe drgrees,and fo parallel to2 greater /ength,x greater intenſron.|evi 
| + E A-N E'S: Es — 
The anſwer here 1s very eaſy and obvious; the intenſion off 
the degrees of the inward acts of Chriſts love of God may}* 
be ſaid to be greater either in regard ofthe »umber, or in re-|: 
ſpect of the 7zteyſive perfection and excellency of thoſe de-|, 
eree$zaccording to the lengthning of Chriſts pr here is al®? 
Crees; g gthning of Chriſts prayer there 1s; 
multiplying of inwardacts ofhis love,and proportionably a? 
multiplication of the degrees of his love,and conſequentl yÞ*? 
a greater intenſ1on of thole degrees,in regard of their number, AY 
Bur not in reſpecct of their z»tenſive pertection,or excellency.['* 
For in Chillt let them be never ſo much multiplied, the: jlo 
may be and ſtill are of anequall intenfive perfection,and excel- Wy 
leacy,one is not more intenſe than another; and ſo if this rea-|® 
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| (27) = 
gh{ding beretained, there will be. no place for your - concluſions 
anThat theinward acts of Chriſts love are more intenſe at one 
8time than another,unlefle you will make intefton to be a meere 
jcoacervation of 499 geneons degrees(7.e) degrees altogether like: 
ry ge ; ; . . 
;- {he abſurdity of which you may ſee inSuarez Met, diſi46.07 Pets 
urtado de Mendoza, de Gener.& Corrupt. diſp. 5+ $« 6+ 
ee Sir,here I am very.confident chat you preſumed very much 
{1yjon my 1gnorance,otherwiſe you would never haye gone about 
offto have impoſed upon me ſ0poore and ſorry'a fophiſme, as 
Kjs in the equivocation of the word greater , which is eaſily 
 Idiſcoverableby a frefh-1:4s: for that you your ſelte thanld 
141Þe ignorant of ſuch-an. ordinary howapymy, 1 am loath to | 
a. barbour ſuch diſhonqurable thoughts of your abilities in phi- 
ar} Joſophy as to unagine.. Uo rio role nerf 
ul x6 pr H 4 M4 HON D, __ BY 
1 34This isc/eare, and / need notadde ,. what elſe Lmight, that the ye- 
onjry muljiplication Of: mare acts of any virewe , ſuppeling_ it equally 
reſincere in the \babir, and ſuch: is he Jeogirof prayer, when is. in 
toſChriſt, is more va/ugab/z in the fight of God, and char” argues je * 
iaſmore execl//ent, than thefmalky number of thofeacs would'be,and - 
Dn{proportionably more. ab»n2amtly rewarded by bim , who rewardeth 
2. |every man. Bat ofily accordipg. ta\the/inceriry of his beare,; bot: alſo 
({cnmdum operaaccording tothe: woltipied acre Or workes | the more 
offaburdane Jahanr. proceeding from this /zxcerity. . And fothat will 
' ufhce for his firſt aoſwer . ; EE LR 
al; Te. This is an utter impertinency unto that which is in. de- x Gab 
"IA <.. .. LIST IG To WON ATR D( EO HIER TT» DETED YE | 
. [Pate between us, For ſuppoſe” that. the very multiplication gf ting 
amore inward -acts-9f; any virtue, in Chriſt is more valtable ” 
v0 the fight of Gad ant {0 more excellent than, the; (maller 
+ (pumber of thote acts, would be; yer this ſuppolitign will ne- 
, (ver bring you to this concluſion, that one inward act of Chriſts 
Ye love of Gad:: may .be.more interce than  anorilers)"' andi'my 
{reaſon 3s ,becaule in all theſe inward acts: of Chriſts love 
1.1of God {atid'we may" ſay the Tame of the inward acts Of. 
gl. | |  *otnet 
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( 22 ). 
otherwirtues anderaces) there. may be no graduall difſimili- 
tude . Fre +007 
2, A great part of the Sehoolemen will tell you, that the 
morall yalue ot one ſingle act. ot any virtue in Chriſt was in- 
fine, and in the multiplication of- more acts. there 1s but 
an infinite value: now 'one- infinite cannot be. greater than 
another infinite” in the ſame kind, wherein it is ininite, and 
hereupon they conclude that the multiplication of acty 
inakes nothing in Chriſt unto an intenſ1ve adaition of value; 
the value of one act is-intenſtyely as great as that of more acts 


The firſt act of Chriſt(ſaies Albertinus) habet totam latirudi/ - 


mem intenſivam valoris moralis, ct i non adequet totam lati- 
tudinem extenſivam: Corol. 'tom. 1. 150. #.61. Andof thi: 
you have a reaſon. p.14.5.this act is a perſona aivina, tanqua 
4 forma jntrinſeca ; que intrinſece denominatur operans, al 


" 7p(4 operatione que eſt in natura humana.,et ut fic eſt illimitabili, 
aconditiontbus actiis.Ulato Albertinns I ſhall ſubjoine Suarez 


who ſpeakes to the ſame purpoſe iz tertiam par.Thom.Tom.1. 
diſputigs ſect. 4. pag. 49s FPlura operaChriſti ſunt quidem ex 


tenſive plura merita; intenſwve tamen non eſt plus waloris 11 


mulls quam in uno;ut,ſi ſent plures calores infinite antenſi,eſſen 
quidemplures, non tameneffcerent” unium inten(i0rem:;  & par 
ratione,ſt in uno opere Chriftt , quod fucceſſive per partes fieba 
partes cum toto comparemus, intenſive tantus valor erat 1 
waliber , parte , , ſicut in 'toto opere,' & in uno momento 
feet longs tempore;quia orma a qua erat valor , tota erat 11 
rot0;@ totan fineults paxtibus. OO 
« 1EP"TID 84 a AD 2D, IEEES:27 
---35. **But then, 2, Saith he, ſuppoſe 'we flick unto''dur ow! 
** tranliation, yet the - place may: fairely- be fo interpreted, as that it 
© may.no waies advantage the- purpoſe of the Door. For * #x7: 
©* r<45p2y,; More earneſtly ,] m3y; be. conſidered |. in; reference unre 
** either che obiet, vnco whom (he, prayed;, Godzor the matte 
* agaioſt, which he prayed,the evills, wich which he conflicted in bi 


1.Thet 


-* agoDy_. 
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7. Then, ſaith he,he did not in his agony pray more ear 
neſtly than at other times, - if we conſider his prayer in refe= 
rence unto the objeA,unto whom it was,God. The religion,and 
inward worſhip of his prayer,was for degrees alwaies alike equal. 
His truſt and dependance upon God,love of zeal and devotion 
towards God, from which all his prayers flowed,were not at one 
time more intenſe than at another. 

But now 2. Heprayed more earneſtly in his agony than at 
other times, in regard of the matter,againſt which he prayed. 


_ theevills which he encountred with, which if they were not 


oreater,then thoſe that he deprecated in the former prayer, v. 
42, yet at leaſt they made a greater impreſſion upon his bu» 
mane nature;for they put him into a bloody ſweat. Being inan 
agony he prayed more earneſtly, 8 -his -{weat w as as it were 
drops of blood,falling down to the ground . 

36. Theſe are the words of his ſecond an{wer, and they are 


j 1n the ſecond part, the very diſtin confeſſion of all that I pres 


tend in this matter(and therefore I need not make any 7+fiecrions 
on the firſt part of them) For whatſoever, or how great ſoever 
the occaſion of the increaſe of his inte»ſion was (which 7 am 
willing to believe proportionable to the degree of the inten/ton, 


Aa very weighty occaſion that thus inflamed his ardexcy)yet (till, 
*cis confeſt, that on this occaſion, he now prayed more earneſtly 


than at the other times, that which now approached . made a 


greater impreſſion on his bumane nature ; which what 'is it 


but a p0ofe of the point by me aſſerted, that Chriſt himſelfe 
was more ardent in one act of prayer (this in his agonze} than in 


another . | | 
37. As for the greatueſſe of [the occaſion,ſo profeſilie great 


| as tO caſt him into that prodigious ſweat, falling 40 Ipotubolaina]Þ, 


| 4s it were drops of bloog, that may teſtifie, but it cannot prejnag 


J prayers. 


| the ardency Which was occaſioned thereby. 


38.Twas not in Chriſt, he will ealily ſuppoſe with me as i: 


if is oft diſcernable in many of #s, that rhoſe which really have 
*1. no /incerity of love or zeal to Grd, canyet, like the CMarriners 
| in the r:wpeſts by ſome prefling fear or: danger be awaked 


to, but forwalland,be they never ſo /oxd, but hy pooritically xealous 


D 39, The ; 


(24) 
39. The ardency in Chriſt-w3s ſencere ardency , accompanied 
with a&s of love and rraff of the ſame temper,and the height» 
ning jt #«7eri5zpoy, Was an. addition of degrees to that act of ars 
dency,and ſo of prayer, and proportionably of /ove and rruft in 
"ry » above either what there was,or what there was occaſion 
or-at other times, 


FF EANES- 


I. Firſt you pretend 1n Seet.21. of this your reply | 


that the inward acts of Chriſts love of God were more 
intenſe at one time than another. Now this 1s not 
contained exprefly, nor can it by any /ogick be interred 
from the words of the ſecond part ofmy ſecond anſwer, 
that he prayed more earneſtly in his agony than at other 
times. in regard of the matter againſt which he prayed,e*c. 
and therefore this ſecond part of my ſecond anſwer 1s not 
the very diſtin&conteſſion ofall that you pretend in this 
matter; and therefore notwithſtanding them,you muſt 
make reflections on the firſt part of my anſwer,or elſe 
you wlll never reply thereunto . 7 
-- 2. That the ardency in Chriſt was a ſincere ardency, 


is not doubted of;all the queſtion is, what ardency it was | 


in Chriſt that was heightned: there was,as I plainly in- 
timated in my anſwer,a twofold ardency in Chriſts pray - 
e&r, one regarding God, unto whom he prayed,and this 
was ſeated in the aQts of love and truſt tanquam modus 
inre moaificata: Another reſpetted the matter againſt 
which he prayed, and the res modificata of this ardency 
was the acts of feare of, and'greife for thoſe evills 
with which he encountred , I readily grant the height- 
ning of this latter ardency, {o that there was in his agony 
an addition of degrees unto his feare of, and greite for 


thoſeevils againſt which he prayed, above either what 
there 


is a 1 A. os. 
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 Chriſts habituall grace; the habits of all graces and virtues; © 


| ſhall add nothing for further confirmation of 'it, but the Gov + © 6 


ticipation in the {uÞje&t of rhe habits of love. And 


(25) 
there was,or what there was. occaſion for at other times- 
butas for the former ardency regarding God, and pla- 
ced in the inward acts of his love of Goc &c.that was 
uncapable of further heightning: for his a&tuall love of 
God was 2n ter mino,as they {ay,was alwaies at the high- 
eſt,and moſt intenſe ; and this I thall not barely dictate: 
bur prove by three arguments, which I preſenr unto 
ou to be examined,as rigidly as you pleaſe. | 

I. Theall-fulneſfle and perfection of Chriſts habituall 
grace . ;- WE | 
2, His perpetuall and uninterrupted happineſle, - 

3- His impeccabllity, 

1. The ' firſt argument, which hath been already fo 
fully inſiſted upon, 1s the all-tulneſle and perfe&ion of , \ 


in Chriſt were alwates full and pertect, moſt intenſe and .q-.,\s fel 
not capable of farther. or higher degrees, and therefore > 3 »S44 
ſo were the inward acts of thoſe graces and virtues. too, | 

and particularly the inward acts of the habituall grace {, 1.4.) j-< 
of divine charity. The conſequence of this Enthymeme fu... 1? 


hath been already ſufficiently proved, and therefore I pt, i 


teſtimony of ſome tew Schoole-men, "Aquinas , as \: Ts j 
Capreolus quotes him lib, 1, diſtc17.qu.2:fol: 306. hath *'' 
this paſſage. N#hil inquit alind eſt qualitatem augers \&; (=<Y 
quam ſubjectum magis participare qualitatem.. Non enim <=» gs \ 
aliud eft eſſe qualitatis niſi quod habet in Jonw_ ex boo 7 ks 
autem ipſo quod ſubjettum maxi participat charitatem ve= _ &. k* 
hementius oper atur quia unumqnodgque oper atur 11 quantum | 
eft aifdu, Aquinas thought({ you ſee)that agreater ve- 
hemency in the operations of lovezargued: a greater patr- 


againe ſecunda ſecund, qu.24.art.q." adiertium. Similiter 
| D 2 charitas 
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(26) | 
rharitas eſſentialiter eft wirtus 'ordinata ad adtum, nnd 


zdem eft ipſam augert ſecundum eſentiam, & ipſam habere 


 efficactam adproducendum ferventioris dilettionis attum. 
Unto this I ſhall addea third place out of Aqui/zas quoted 


by Capreolus lib. .3, dif. 27,28, 29,30.pag.209, Cum 
attus & habitus ſpeciem habent ex objefto,oportet quod ex 
codem ratio perfectionts ipſius ſumatur .. Objectum antem 
charitatis eſt ſummum bonum; igitur perfeeta charitas eſt, 
que in ſummum bonum fcrtur in tantumin quantum . eſl 
diligibile. The habit of love is then perte&t, when'tis 
carried towards God as the cheite, when God is loved 


\Þ EO } » ſopher of great ſubtilty and repute Pet. Hart.de Mendoza. 
1A - enÞs] De An. aiſ.16.ſect.8.p.672, Intenſio attus ſecundi ſuppo- 
| «A + % #--" - 


(8 v; NT . Ss h 
Whom nnd. their followers, that Chriſt imregard of his Soule was even 
5-14.24. hereinthus lite, from the very firſt moment of his con- 


ception,all his life long unto his death perfectus compre- 
henſor; and theretore he injoyedin his toule all that was 
neceflary unto heaven happineſſe: and I find learned 
Proteſtants herein conſenting with them 5 now tis the 
unanimous opinion of the Schoole-men that a moſt in- 

tenle 
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tenſe actuall love of God, an actuall love of God for 
degrees as high, as ardent, as fervent, as is according 
to Gods ordinary power poſſible unto, the humane na- 


| ture, doth neceſſarily belong to the heaven happineſle 


of men, The Scotiffs place the very formality of hap- 
pineſle folely herein, and Szarez with others think it 
eſlentiall unto happineſle, though he ſuppoſeth the 
eſlence of happineſle not to conſiſt wholly or cheitly in 
it. And for thereſt of the Thomiſts, who. hold that 
the eſſence of happinefle ſtands onely in the beatificall 
viſion of God, why, even they make this actuall moſt 
intenſe love of God a naturall and neceſlary conſequent 


of the beatifigue viſion. By this that hath been ſaidit 


is evident , that whereas you averre that the inward acts 
of Chriſts love of 'God were leſle intenſe at one time 
than another, ( tor ſo you athrme. in ſaying they were 
more intenſeat one time than at another ) you deny 
Chriſt to be happy and- bleſſed at thoſe times where- 
in his inward acts of love were thus lefſe intenſe, and 
that this is propoſitio male ſonans, harſhly ſounding in 
the eares of Chriſtians, that are jealous of their redeemers 


| honour,will T hope be ingeniouſly confefled by your ſ(elte 


upon areview of it, Adde hereunto that the.Schoole- 


men generally conſent, as unto a propoſition that 1s 


pioully credible, that the happineſſe of Chriſts ſoule 


did even during the whole time of his abode here, ftarre 


ſurmount that of all the Saints, and Angells in heaven: 


but if the inward acts of his love of God were. leſle 
intenſe at one- time than another, the bliſſe 6f his 
Soule would have come farre ſhort 'of that of the low- 
eſt Saint in heaven; for the actuall love of the loweſt 
Saint -was not, Is not more intenſe at one time than 
another , bur alwaies full and perte&; and therefore 

; | x uncapable 


7 (28) | 
uncapable of further and higher = 7p 


A. 


The thirdand laſt argument, is fetched from Chriſts 


impeccabilityz; it was impoſlible for Chriſt to ſinne: 
but if the inward adts of his love of God had been lefle 
intenſe at one time than at another, he had ſinned ; for 


he had broken that firſt and great commandment , thou 
ſhalt love the Lord thy God , with all thy heart , witlr 
all thy Soule, with all thy mind, with all thy might; 


and ſtrength. Dent. 6.5, Matth. 22.37. Mark. 12.30- 


Luk. 10.27. For this commandment enjoyneth the 


moſt intenſe actuall love of God, that is poſſible; an 
actuall love of him tanto nixu & conatu quanto fieri po- 


teſt (7. e.) as much as may be; what better and 


- more probable glofle can we put on that clauſe, thou 
ſhalt love the Lord thy Gvd with all thy ſtrength or 
might, 2; # 340% 5», then thou ſhalt love him with thy 
uttermoſt force and endeavour: ſutable hereunto is that 
interpretation which Aquinas giveth of thoſe words 
thou ſhalt love the Lord with all thy heart (1, e. ) faith 
he ex foto poſſe tuo, with as high a degree ofactuall love 
as thou art able to reach unto. Des eſt totaliter dili- 
gendns , poref intelligi ita quod totalitas referatur ad di- 
ligentem: & ſic etiam Dems totaliter diligi debet ;, quia 
ex toto poſſe ſuo homo debet diligere deum, & quicquid 


habet, ad dei amorem ordinare, ſecundim illud Deu= | 


ter. 6, Diliges dominum deum tuum ex toto corde tuo, 


'2 da 2 44, q. 27.art,5. But now Chriſt man had in|: 


him as great abilities for the actuall love of God as 


Adam in Paradiſe”, as the Saints and Angels in hea- |. 


ven; for an all-fulneſle of the grace and virtue of love 
dwelled in him , and therefore it the inward acts of his 


love were lefle intenſe at onetime, than another ; then] 


ſomtimes when he actually loved God, he did not love 
| | him 
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him as4ntenſly, as ardently, as fervently as he could, he 
did not love him with all his mighr, and ſtrength, ex 20- 
to poſſe [uo,and ſo conſequently he fulfilled not all righte- 
ouſneſle; for his obedience unto this commandment 
would have been by this your opinion imperfect and 


| fanfull , which, but to imagine were blaſphemy. Bur 


you will be ready to tell me, that you have prevented 


| this charge, by that expoſition of thoſe large inclu- 


five words , thou ſhalt love the Lord thy God with 
all thy heart, with all thy Soule 8&c. which you have 


| given in your treatiſe of will-worſhip , which I ſhall 


tranſcribe and briefly examine . 

. _ Once more, if it be objetted that what ever i thus per- 
formed, w commanaed by thoſe large incluſive words, 
[ thou ſhalt love thy God, with all thy heart, with all thy 
Soule ec. ] nothing being of ſuch latitude , as that the 
{4 with all) ſhould not contain it. I anſwer, that that phraſe 
denoteth two things only. | 

- 'T« » Sincerity of this love of God , as oppoſed to partiall 
Hvided love, or ſervice. | 
' 2. Thelquing him abqveall other things , and not ad- 
omitting any thing into Competition with him , not loving 
any thing elſe bs ck a degree. Treat: wil-worſh, p. 24. 

_ Here you barely diCtare,that that phraſe, [Thou ſhalt 
love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, - with all 
thy Soule &c.} denoteth onely thoſe two things, you 
mention, whereas your reader hath juſt reaſon to ex- 
peta confirmation of what you ſay, 
TI» Becauſe this very anl{wer is the ſhift of Papiſts 
in ſ{everall controverſies: between them and us, Bel- 
larm. Tome 2+. De monachtis. ib. 2. cap. 13. Tom. 4, de 
| arniſſione 


(30) = 
amiſione gratie, & Statu peccati lib: 1. cap. 12. &ce 
And was it not fit that you ſhould acquaint us, whar 
thoſe cogent reaſons were, that neceſſitated you un- 
to this compliange with Papiſts? 


2. Thoſe proteſtants , that have dealt in the con-| 


troverſies betwixt us and the Papiſts, have proved 
this your ſenſe to be too narrow, and with-all have 
- given another expoſition (4) oft 


0 02» + » ongy borer the words which-they have con- 


redir, ut ſciamus ita imperari no- 


bis amorem Dei, ut nullus fie amo» firmed and vindicated from the} 


ris gradus, intra ſummum, cui. exceptions of the Papiſts, Now 
quiſquam debeat acquieſcere. ſum- of all this, it had been equitable 
mum autem dico non tantum come fx you to have taken notice, 
parate ad resalias , quz ſubamo- . 1* |. . | 1.4.troubled your 


rem cadunt : ſed erjam, & quidem | 
przcipus comparate ad.nos ipſos, reader with that which hath beet 


vt ne ultra poſſimus amare : Ita {0 abundantly refuted by Pro- 

enim vets cotum corerit tota ani- -teſtant pens, But to take a ſun- 
ma: mens tota vires omnes, &c. der this anſwer into its parts, 

( hamier. Tom. 3. lib. 11. cap. 16- The phraſe denoteth 1 ſin- 

(ef. 22. | " = Cerity of this loweof God, as op» 

poſed to partiall divided love, or ſervice; Unto this I 

thall reply. 1. In the words of Ames unto Belar 

mine : Bellar: Enervat: Tom. 2. þ, 154. Hoc aliqui 

eſt, ſed non totum quod his verbis pracipitur , tum enin 

alli etiam qui minimum gradum vere charitatis, quanruis 

tepidi fuerint , hoc preceptum perfecte implerent, This 

15 ſomething, but it is not all that 1s commanded it 

theſe words , for then thoſe that have the leaſt degree 

of true charity, although they were lukewarme ſhould 
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perfectly tulfill this command. 
2, To Ames his words , I ſhall adde thoſe of the Dr. 
Francis White ( one that was farre from Puritaniſme) in 
| | his 
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his reply to the Feſuzte Fiſhers anſwer: 7f the pre- 


cept,Thou ſhalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart 
&c. bind men no further than to an unfained or: ſincere 
love of God, and the obſervance of his commandements 
without breach of friendſhip, then it bindeth them not 


to the ſhunning -of weniall ſins. But according to 


Auſtin and Bernard, it binaeth man to the avoiding 


of all fin,both veniall and mortall, But procecd we 
03 to the ſecond part of your anſwer.That phraſe denoteth 


| Secondly, the lowing him above all other things, and not 


admitting any thing into competition. with him:not loving 
any thing elſein ach 4 aegree. The Schoole-men tell us 
that God may be loved above all things three'manner 
of wates, object;ve,appretiative, and intenſive: now 


en} which of theſe waies it is that you imbrace, or whether 9 d9<- hn oft, 


you imbrace all of them I cannot determine, and 


$ therefore I ſhall waite untill you declare your ſelte, and 
accordingly ſhall fl.ape mine anſwer . But in the 


meane while, that. tiz!'s commandement enjoineth a 
molt intenſe atuall loye of God,alove of God with 
as high adegree as is poſſible unto the humane nature, 
I ſhall evince by theſe following reaſons . 

1.It cannot be denied but that the inten{10n,and de- 
degrees of love fall all under the commandement 


4 of loveit ſelfe: for as Aquinas noteth ſecunda. ſecun- 
is] 4e queſt.q4.art.8. Modus,qui pertinet ad rationem wvir- 


tuoſi act iis, cadit ſub precepto, quod datur de aitu wir- 
tutis. This premiſed 1 thus argue: Either thelowelt 
degree, or ſome middle degree, -or the. higheſt ore: 
| | O 
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ofaQuall love,is here commanded;if the loweſt,then 
th:tis a perfe& fulfilling of this law, and the luke- 
warmneſſe of love can be no finzif you {ay ſome one 


of the middle degrees betwixt the loweſtand the high- . 


eſt.it concerneth you to determine, and f{pecify what 
degree this 1s, þ 
fintull, and beyond which all degrees of love are a 
voluntary oblation and uncommanded worſhip; andit 
you cannot do this (as I know you cannot)] ſhall con- 
clude, that the higheſt degree is commanded in our 
love of God. 
2. .A moſt intenſe love of God, alove of him 
with the utmoſt of our forces and endeavors 1s 
due unto God- debito connaturalitatis, & debito gra- 
titudinis, 1. debito connataralitatis, by an obligation 
of congruence, for it is very fitting that welove him as 
much as we can, who is infinitely goodin htmſelte, and 
therefore the cheife good, and ſupreame end of man, 
The Proteſtants are brought in by Bellarmine de Mon, 
Lib.2.cap. 13. thus objecting againſt their popiſh e- 
vangelicall counſells of 'perfe&ion, that he that .is un- 
willing to love God as/ much as he can, doth hereby 
deny,to wit virtually and interpretatively,that God 1s 
the cheife good of man;and whereas he1s to bold in his 
anſwer toaffirme,that ox requirituy ut quis ſummuns 
bonumtam ardenter amet quam forte po et: Ames hath 
hereunto a very round and acute reply,twm 107 requiri- 
tur ({aith he) ut in bonum omni ratione ſummunm fera- 
wn affettu oymni- etiam ratione {ummo. 
-2, Thismoſt intenſe actuall love of God is due unto 
Godby an obligation of gratirude, for hereby (as Dr 


Francis 


elow which all degrees of love are. 


(IX - | 
- tis Whitz againſt. Fiſher out of Bernard)ve are indeb= 
ted and owe to the almighty,omne quod ſums, & omne © 
quod poſſumus,whatſoever'we are,& whatſoever weare 
able to do, ; | 

For thefurcther confirmation of this point, Pro- 
teſtants alleadge the teſtimonies of divers of the Fa- 
thers,particularly Auſtin and Bernard, as alſo of the 
ancient Schoole- men, who ſay that this command 
- | cannot be fulfilled in this lifes cafe it commands 
” | ach aperfection of love, as is impoſlible to bearrai- 
ned in thislife. TI ſhall not clog the readers patience 
1 | with tranſcribing the ſeverall quorations, becauſe 
> | Tbeleive he'may have them' 'almoſt'in (every writer 
of controverſies betwixt us and the Papiſts: onely 
i | Tfhall trouble him with what I conceive to bemoſt 
5 | remarkeable in Aquinas and Scotas concerning this 
1 } mater. 1. Aquinas ſecunda ſecunde qu. 44 .Jart.6. 
. | zntendit dewus per hoc praceptum Dent. 6. ut homo deo 
| rotaliter uniatur; quod fiet in patria, quando dews erit 
= | emmnia in omnibus, 1Cor.15 ,& ideo plent er perfeete in 
- | patria implebitur hoc preceptum. And againe.qu.184, 2, lows : on 
Y | art. 3. Non autem dilectio det & proximi cadit ſub 44 © a: 1 
S | procepto ſecundum aliquam menſuram, ita quod id quod « 
iS | ef plus, fub confilio remane at; ut patet ex 9 uf wen 
7 | precepti, que perfectionem aemonſtrat; ut cnn dicitur, 
h diliges dominum deum ex toto cordetuo:totum enim & 
i= | perfectum idem ſunt ſec. Phil, 3. phyf, & cum dicitur , 
t- | ailizes proximum tunm ſicut teipſun: unuſquiſque enim 
| feipfum maxime diligit. Et hoc ideo oft , quia fins 
0 | precepts charitas eft,, ut Apoſtolus 1Tims1.un fine antem 
Ir | von adhibery atiqua menſura,ſed folum'in-his yn 

| | E 2 a 
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ad finem, ut philoſophus dicit 1. polit. Sicut medics 


non adhibet mcnſuram quantum ſanet, ſed quanta 


medicina wel dieta utatur ad ſanandum. Thus alſo 


 Scotus lib.3. diſt. 27. dico igitur quod illud praceprum, 


Dent.6.non poteſt impleri in via quantum ad emmnes con- 
ditiones que exponuntny perillas adaitiones exioto cord, 
& ex tota anima, Cc. quiz non poteſt eſſe in via iſta 
tanta recolleftio virium, ut amotis impediments peſsit 
voluntas tanto conatu ferri, quanto poſſit,ſt wires eſſent 
unite, & non impedite, & quod ad talem intenſionem 
attus expulſis impedimentis , & recolletis wiribus 
achet intelligi dictum Aug.et magiſlri,quod praceptum 
illud non impletur in via;nam pronitas virium infert- 
orum pro ſtatu iſto impeait ſupcriores ab actibus perfe- 
ctis » The firſt that Bellarmzpe hath to evade theſe 
teſtimonies is not unknowne unto me. viz. that they 
are to be underſtood of the command quaterns 1nd:- 
cant finem,non quatenus pracipit medium;it you think 
fit toadventure hereupon,I muſt neec's intreat you to 
remove firſt out of your way the replies of Chamier 
and Ames unto It. 

Thirdly you ſeeme in the latter end of ſection the 
39-t0 intimate,that in the time of Chriſts agony there 
was more occaſion for the heightning of his love of 
Godthamthere wasat other times, What you meaneby 
theſe ocaliss oftheightningChriſts love of Godthat you 
intimate,T will not undertake to guefſe; but this I am 
{ure of, that at all other times'he had ſufficient cauſes, 
grounds,and motives to induce him tolove God with 
as heightned degrees of Actuallloye as the humane na- 
ture could reach unto; he injotedthe beattficall viſion, 
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a cleare,evident , and intuitive knowledg of the di- 
vine eflence, that had init all the tulneſſe of good- 
nefs,and ſo was an object infinitely lovely and amiable: 
Now ſuch an Object thus known, thus ſeen, challen- 
geth ſuch a meaſure of actuall love, as that it leaveth 
no place for a farther and higher degree. The Tho- 
miſts generally maintaine that this moſt intenſelove -- 
of God is a naturall, and neceſlary {equele of the bea- 
tificall viſion, neceſſary quoad exercitium, as well as 
quoad ſpecificationem aitis; now that which works 
naturally and neceflarily , works as vehemently and 
forcibly as it can. Ore agens de heceſoitate , neceſ- 
ſario agit uſque ad ultimum potentie ſue ; therefore 
the inward a&ts of Chriſts love of God were alwaies 
as ardent, and fervent as he could performe them, 
and therefore ſome were not more intenſe rhan 0- 
thers; for if we ſpeak of a /zberty of indifferency, and 
zndetermination , he had no more liberty towards the 
intenſion of the inward acts of his love, than he had 
towards the acts themſelves, T3 7y 


Dr. HAMMOND, 


40. Of this 1 ſhall hope it is p:/74/e to finde ſome inſtan- 
tes among men ( of whoſe graces it can be no blaſphemy ta 
affirme ,* that they: are capavle of degrees) ſuppoſe we a fin» 
cerely pions man, a true /over of God , and no deſþi/er of bis 
pooye perſecuted Church, and ſuppole we, 28itts very fop- 
poſeable:,: that at ſorve time the /eas- roar , the rempeſt be at 
its beighr, and the waves beat violencly upon this frail brirzls 
yeſſell , may ic. not be 2 [ca/0» for that pious MaDs ardency to 


| receive ſome growth? for his z4al tO be emnlows of thoſe 


Waves 


(36) 
waves, and poure it ſelfe our more profuſely at ſuch , than ar 
a calmer ſeaſon? ]1hope there be ſome at rh rime among us, 
in whom this poixr is really exemplified; if it be nor, itisan 
effe&t of want, not fulneſſe of love, But I need not thus to 
inlarge, It is not by this Refuter denied of the perfo of 
Chriſt, and that is my intire 3»mp 3 61Zeu in reference Ci= 
ther co Hy. C. or to him, the utmoſt that 1 underrook to 
demonſtrate then, or to juſtify now. | 


FF EAMNE 8. 


This SeQion your poore refuter had paſſed over as 


a digrefſion , had he not found himſelfe named in | 


the cloſe of it; it i not by this refuter denyed of the 
perſon of Chriſt. 1 ſuppole the antecedent to the 
relative is in theſe words, may 7t not be 4 ſea- 
ſon for that pious mans ardency to receive ſome growth? 
for his zealc tobe emulous of thoſe waves , and ponre it 
ſelfe out. more profuſely at ſuch than at a calmer ſea- 
ſon? And then there be two things that you affirme., 
that I deny not of the perſon of Chriſt. 


I. That a tempeſtuous time ( a time of affli- | 


&ion) was a ſeaſon for Chriſts ardency to receive 
{ome growth. —- | 

2, That twas a ſeaſon for his zeale to poure it 
ſelfe out more protuſely at ſuch, than at a calmer 
ſeaſon. RR NE. 

As for the firſt ſentence, a time of affliction was 
a ſeaſon for Chriſts ardency toreceive fome.growth; 
i by ardency you underſtand the ardency of his love 
of -God, I deny thar it did receiveany growth ; for 
to aſcribe growth unto it is to charge it with imper- 
tection 
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fection. Charitas , quamdiu augeri piteſt (faith 
Auſtin) profed#o illud quod minus eſt quam debet, ex 
wvitio eff, And I am very confident that beſides 
this replyer, no learned man either peoteſtant; or 
papiſt hath aſcribed any ſuch growth unto the :r- 
dency.of Chriſts actuall love of God. 

As for the ſecond ſentence, that a tempeſtuous 
time, a time of Chriſts aftliction was 4 ſeaſon for 
his zeale to poure it's ſelfe out more ee than at 


| 4 calmer ſeaſon, this is not ( I grant ) denied by me, 


it by thes more profuſe pouring out of his zeale you 


| only underſtand the outward expreſſions of his 


zeale; but I cannot but extreamly wondegthat you 
affirme this to be the utmoſt , that you undertook 
to demonſtrate to Mx. Cawdrey , or to juſtify now 
againſt 'me &c. | | 

For 1. in your anſwer to Myr. Cawarey., you 
afirme by conſequent , that Chriſts loye of God 
was Capable of farther and higher degrees , butlove 
is predicated of the ontward expreſſions thereof on- 
ly analogically , analozia attributions extrinſece ,ſficut 
fanitas x Joes de urina. SS, 

2. In this your reply unto me you expreily a- 
verre, that the inward a&s' of Chriſts love of God 
were more intenſe at one time, than another Sed#,21, 
and I hope you have more philoſophy, then to 
confound the inward as, and the outward expreſ- 
lions of love. 

That which hath herein occaſioned your miſtake 
is, I beleeve, a ſuppoſall that the inward acts of love, 
and the outward expreſſions thereof are, if they be. ,. 


- 
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ſincere , alwaies exatly proportioned in point of 
degree; but this propoſition hath no truth init , 2s 
you will ſoone find, if you attempt the proofe of ir, 
who almoſt bur may eaſily conceive how tis 
very ordinary for the outward expreſſions of love 
to be gradually beneath the inward acts thereof? he 
is no hypocrite in expreſſing his love, that loveth 


inwardly more than he expreſleth outwardly; the q 


degrees then of the inward acts of love may not on- 


ly equall, but alſo tranſcend the moſt ſincere expreſ- | 


ſions of love. It may be ſo inall men, and Ithall 
alleadge two reaſons, why in Chriſt the inward acts 


of his lave were alwaies equally intenſe, though | 


the outward expreſſions thereof were gradually dit. 
ferent. 

The firſt reaſon agreeth unto Chriſt in common 
with other men; 


- + 


obliged unto the moſt intenſe ex} 
inward as; the reaſon of the difference betweene 
his obligation unto the intenſion of the inward acts 
of his love, and his obligation unto the intenfion 
of the outward expreſſions thereof, you may fetch 
from whit is ſaid by Aquinas 2 da 2 de, q. 27. 
art. 6. ad tertiam. Nec eſt . ſimile de interiors actu 
charitatis & exterioribus aftibus, Nam interior attus 
charitatis habet rationem finis , quia ultimum bonum 
hominis conſiftit in hoc, quod anima Deo inhareat, 


ſecundum illud Pſalmi, mihi adherere deo bonum eſt. | 
Extertores autem attus ſunt ſicut ad finem,@7 ideo ſunt | 


commenſuranat, 


Chriſt as man was alwaies obli- + 
ged unio the moſt intenſe, ardent, and fervent 1n- || 
ward acts of love of God , but hewas not alwates | 
preflions of theſe | 


(39) 


' The ſecond reaſon is peculiar onto Chriſt above 


n all other. men: Whil't he lived here uponearth, he 
- [myjoyed the bearrfical. vifieon ; and the nacurall, and _ 
1» ſueceſlary conſequent thereat is 4/ maſt intenſe ac« = 


all love of God, and therefore the inward aQs of his 


y ſas for the outward expreſſions of theſe as, Chriſt 
1 had to them a proper freedome, taking the word 
[freedomeJfor an ative indifferency,in ſenſu aiviſo, 
> land: therefore they might be more intenſe at one time 
- - fthan another; but of this you may, if: you pleaſe, ſee 
- [further in Suarez in tertiam partem Thom: diſ. 37. 
\ [{edf. 4. where the queſtion debated 1s, quomodo vo- 
Ponta Chriſti ex nereſsitate diligens .deunss, in reli- 
- [quis actibus potucrit eſſe libera, | *c 
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S 
S | 
- | 41. And 61 ſhot ypthis haſfy paper, boping that he which 
$ [$-vited and promiſedit a Welcome, in Caſs-it were. given in 
1 | 2 fair avd Scholaſfticall way having nothing toaccule in it 35 
{to the rf Epither,will abate fornewhac is: xeference to the 

ſecond, and allow it a friendly, chougb being auqueiifics, it pre-. 
tend not toa more hoſpitable receptaon. 


FELNES.. 


'| Untothis your haffy paper {as you call it) I have 
| given a deliberate an{wer; and Ihope it may conten1 

| with your reply for civility,and faireneſſein carriage of 
| the controverſy between us. As forthe Scholaſticall- 


rommenſurandi, o& ſecundum charitatew, & ſecune 


ve of God were equally inteniz at all times: but _ 


F | neſſe 
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(40) | 
neſſe of either paper,it were a vaine thing for me ta | 
ſay any thing of it;for we muſt be tried by the learned 
readers,unto whom we both have, by thus appearing in 
publique, appealed;and unto their judgment I ſhall 
contentedly ſubmit my ſelfe. And thus your yrefu+ 
zer,for the preſent;takes his leave of you, hoping, 
when your more pleaſing and profitable imployments 
. ſhall permit, to heare further from you; in the 
meane time he'ſhall reſt: Your moſt humble ſer- 

vant | | 
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